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Dear Harold, Aug. 7, 1990 

I happened to be watching the NBC evening news this evening, 
trying to follow events in the Middle East. Immediately following is 
Inside Edition which airs on the NBC-affiliated station down here. I 
caught your brief appearance and the critical remarks you made concerning 
the latest revelation as to who killed JFK. I thought what you had to say, 
alf^ough all too brief, made sense and perhaps will make a few people 
question this story. It seemed that all they could counter with is: just 
look at us, don't we look like nice decent folk. Why would we want to make 
up such a story? Even Bill O'Reilly seemed to support such a view. It is too 
bad you were not given more time to elaborate on your response, "why not?” 
And it is a share you could not make at least one or two more critical 
comments. But given the state of the media today, how can anything of real 
depth ever be said and made intelligible? I thought it was ludicrous of 
O’Reilly to say at the end that we can let the American people decide, now 
that this program has shed such great light on this story. Hogwashil I have 
felt so frustrated with some of the brief media appearances I have made, and 
I am sure you have experienced such frustration on numerous occasions. 

But for what its worth, I believe you came across well in the few minutes 
Cor should I say seconds) that you were on the air. One final. note: it seemed 
that neither Ricky White nor his wife had any idea who you are* They 
may be completely ignorant of all that you have done to challenge the FBI 
and the Warren Commission 1 s cover— up and deception. Although I am sure you 
probably will anyway , I would like to hear more about this latest exposed I 
did receive a letter from you yesterday in which you included some of your 
correspondence with Kevin Walsh in which you nade some remarks about this 
story. I was completely unaware of it until I got your letter and until it 
was mentioned by some friends of mine at a poker game last night. 

I am still plugging away at the sanitation strike files. It 
has been going slower of late because I now have to begin preparing for a new 
semester of classes. I did run across one of those infamous "blind memos" 
which was to be leaked to cooperative news sources. I thought it grossly 
distorted King's involvement in the first march on March 28th. It seems to 
me that their own intelligence contradicts such accusations that King forced 
himself on the COMB group in Memphis , in addition to trying to suggest that 
he may have indirectly encouraged seme of the violence. One question I have: 

I assume that all the names which apppear in those memos are indexed and 
possibly made use of later, even of people who were never accused of any 
crime or of those accused but never proven guilty in court. I have also noted 
a fair amount of repetition, for example I have read at least 5 or 6 accounts 
of seme remarks Rev. Lawson made which suggested there might be something 
good about Ocmmunism. 

1 have not met with my history colleague yet to discuss 

Melanson and see how he is doing with Frame-Up and seme of the other reading * 
But I am sure I will fairly soon. I would be interested in the notes you 
made on the Murkin Conspiracy. But there is no hurry and please let me 
pay you for the xeroxing if it is a lot. 



Claire and Nicholas enjoyed the article you sent on Raccoons, I 
took them to the zoo down in Columbia, S.C. last week* Nick insisted on going 
through the new reptile house twice* Hopefully, we should be getting some 
pictures back from when we were up in Frederick* We will send you a couple 
if they turned out ok. Hope you and Lillian are well* 



Best Wishes, 



